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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The Office maintains the previous rejections of the claims under 35 USC §§101, 112-2 nd 
paragraph and 103(a), in light of the amendment. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 6/20/201 1 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding the previous rejection of claims 1-2, 4-7, 148-155 and 158-164 under 35 USC 
103(a), Applicant argues on pages 26-28 that the references do not teach a limitation of these 
claims because "instructing the video controller to fit a video's entire width or height into a 
display window is not equivalent to adjusting placement of an active area within a display 
screen. 

The Office respectfully disagrees, noting that the references as a whole teach the recited 
claim language. For example, Hodgkinson teaches the changing of size and/or shape of a 
window, which would perforce change/adjust the placement of that window within a display 
screen. 

Therefore, the references have been reasonably interpreted as teaching the recited claim 
language. 
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Applicant further argues on pages 28-29 that claims 62 and 156-157 are allowable for the 
reasons argued above. 

The Office respectfully disagrees, and counter-asserts the rationale set forth above. 

It is further noted that any citation to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be 
limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that 
it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In re Heck, 699 F.2d 
1331, 1332-1333, 216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 
1006, 1009, 158 USPQ 275, 277 (CCPA 1968)). 

The Office also notes MPEP § 2144.01, that quotes In re Preda, 401 F.2d 825, 159 USPQ 
342, 344 (CCPA 1968) as stating "in considering the disclosure of a reference, it is proper to take 
into account not only specific teachings of the reference but also the inferences which one skilled 
in the art would reasonably be expected to draw therefrom." Further MPEP 2123, states that "a 
reference may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having 
ordinary skill the art, including nonpreferred embodiments. Merck & Co. v. Biocraft 
Laboratories, 874 F.2d 804, 10 USPQ2d 1843 (Fed. Cir.), cert, denied, 493 U.S. 975 (1989). 

For at least these reasons, the Office asserts the rejections of the claims as set forth 

below. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2, 4-7, 148-155 and 158-164 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Breen (US Patent Application Publication No. 2004/01 17735, hereafter 
referred to as "Breen") in view of Hodgkinson (US Patent Application Publication No. 
2002/0126142, hereafter referred to as "Hodgkinson"). 

Regarding independent claim 1: Breen teaches A method, comprising: displaying a 
media stream in an active area of a display screen, (See Breen Fig. 1 #14 in the context of the 
Abstract teaching a user device for displaying video content.) receiving metadata associated 
with said media stream from a remote database; (See Breen Fig. 1 #26, 30 and 34 in the context 
of the Abstract teaching stored metadata associated with video content.) 

However, Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as claimed. 
Hodgkinson, though, discloses said media stream comprising a sequence of frames of fields, 
each frame or filed containing a portion of interest that is smaller than the frame or field (See 
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Hodgkinson [0007] discussing changing of size and/or shape of a window, it having been 
implied that such a change encompassed smaller and larger windows. See also [0003] discussing 
the scaling and "correct positioning" of MPEG video.) and in response to said metadata, 
adjusting placement of said active area within said display screen such that said portion of 
interest is displayed in said active area. (See Hodgkinson [0031] - [0032] in the context of 
[0003] and [0007] teaching the adjustment of size / positioning of the video display.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's 
subject matter to apply the teachings of Hodgkinson for the benefit of Breen, because to do so 
allowed a workflow management system to flexibly accommodate ad hoc deviations to a 
business process, as taught by Hodgkinson in the Abstract. These references were all applicable 
to the same field of endeavor, i.e., video display management. 

Regarding claim 2: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses wherein said adjusting further comprises adjusting 
masking elements so that a viewable area of said display screen takes on an aspect ratio 
associated with said media stream. (See Hodgkinson [0004] discussing the conventional use of 
black bars and cutting off parts of video that do not fit on the display.) 



Regarding claim 4: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses wherein said metadata comprises: a specified aspect 
ratio associated with said media stream; and an adjustment from a known aspect ratio to said 
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specified aspect ratio. (See Hodgkinson [0031] discussing an adjustment to accommodate the 
proper aspect ratio.) 

Regarding claim 5: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses wherein said adjusting further comprises 
automatically controlling one or more physical masks. (See Hodgkinson [0004] discussing that 
it was conventionally known to use "black bars" and cutting off parts of video.) 

Regarding independent claim 6: Breen teaches A method, comprising: presenting a 
media stream on a display screen having masking elements; (See Breen Fig. 1 #14 in the 
context of the Abstract teaching a user device for displaying video content.) receiving metadata 
associated with said media stream, said metadata indicating desired digital content within said 
media stream; (See Breen Fig. 1 #26, 30 and 34 in the context of the Abstract teaching stored 
metadata associated with video content.) 

However, Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as claimed. 
Hodgkinson, though, discloses said media stream comprising a sequence of frames of fields, 
each frame or filed containing a portion of interest that is smaller than the frame or field (See 
Hodgkinson [0007] discussing changing of size and/or shape of a window, it having been 
implied that such a change encompassed smaller and larger windows. See also [0003] discussing 
the scaling and "correct positioning" of MPEG video.) and adjusting a size and/or position of 
an active area of said display screen in response to said metadata such that said portion of 
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interest is displayed in said active area. (See Hodgkinson [003 1] - [0032] in the context of 
[0003] and [0007] teaching the adjustment of size / positioning of the video display.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's 
subject matter to apply the teachings of Hodgkinson for the benefit of Breen, because to do so 
allowed a workflow management system to flexibly accommodate ad hoc deviations to a 
business process, as taught by Hodgkinson in the Abstract. These references were all applicable 
to the same field of endeavor, i.e., video display management. 

Regarding claim 7: Breen teaches wherein said adjusting comprises automatically 
moving said masking elements so that a viewable area of said display screen takes on an 
aspect ratio associated with said media stream. (See Breen [0004] discussing the conventional 
use of black bars and cutting off parts of video to accommodate different aspect ratios.) 

Regarding claim 148: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses wherein said physical masks are capable of obscuring 
and revealing some portions of said display screen. (See Hodgkinson [0004] discussing the 
conventional use of black bars and cutting off parts of video that do not fit on the display.) 

Regarding claim 149: Breen teaches sending feedback information from a viewer of 
said media stream to said remote database; and conditionally incorporating said feedback 
information into said database, whereby viewers subsequently receiving said metadata also 
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3 #62 teaching the sending of a response to 



Regarding claim 150: Breen teaches conditionally adjusting an aspect ratio of said 
display screen in response to input from an end viewer of said media stream; and sending 
adjusted aspect ratio data from said end viewer to said remote database. (See Hodgkinson 
[0004] discussing the conventional use of black bars and cutting off parts of video that do not fit 
on the display.) 

Regarding claim 151: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses conditionally adjusting an aspect ratio of said display 
screen in response to input from an end viewer of said media stream; and sending adjusted 
aspect ratio data from said end viewer to said remote database. (See Hodgkinson [0031] - 
[0032] in the context of [0003] and [0007] teaching the adjustment of size / positioning of the 
video display.) 

Regarding claim 152: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses wherein said adjusting placement further comprises: 
recognizing a set of elements to be presented within said media stream, said set of elements 
having a different aspect ratio from the digital content; and adjusting a target location for that 
set of elements in response to an aspect ratio of said media stream. (See Hodgkinson [0004] 
discussing the conventional use of black bars and cutting off parts of video that do not fit on the 
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display, and [0031] - [0032] in the context of [0003] and [0007] teaching the adjustment of size / 
positioning of the video display.) 

Regarding claim 153: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses wherein said set of elements comprises at least one of: 
a caption, a closed-caption, a subtitle, a translation and a ticker feed. (See Hodgkinson [0018] 
discussing the use of text that can flow around the video display window.) 

Regarding claim 154: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses conditionally adjusting the aspect ratio of the 
displayed content in response to an on-screen display, said on-screen display being available to 
an end viewer of said media stream, and indicating placement for physical masks and 
sidebars. (See Hodgkinson [0004] teaching the use of black bars and cutting off portions of 
video.) 

Regarding claim 155: Breen teaches identifying said media stream to be displayed; 
sending a request to said remote database for said metadata; parsing said metadata to yield 
one or more informational components; and interpreting at least one result of said parsing. 

(See Breen Fig. 3 in the context of Fig. 1, teaching the use of associated content and metadata 
profiles, and sending a response to the user display device.) 
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Regarding claim 158: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses wherein said adjusting further comprises: presenting 
a desired picture and excluding a remainder of a video frame, in response to said metadata, 
said metadata indicating a portion of said video frame occupied by said desired picture. (See 
Hodgkinson [0004] discussing the conventional use of black bars and cutting off parts of video 
that do not fit on the display.) 

Regarding claim 159: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses wherein said metadata comprises at least one of: a 
preselected aspect ratio; and an adjustment from a known aspect ratio. (See Hodgkinson 
[0004] discussing the conventional use of aspect ratios.) 

Regarding claim 160: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses wherein said media stream comprises a video stream 
having first and second elements; the metadata includes information associating each of the 
first and the second elements of the video stream with some independent combination of aspect 
ratio, horizontal size, vertical size, resolution, anamorphic compression, and letterboxing; and 
further comprising: selecting a target location on said display screen for each of the first and 
second elements in response to said metadata. (See Hodgkinson [0004] discussing the 
conventional use of aspect ratios.) 
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Regarding claim 161: Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as 
claimed. Hodgkinson, though, discloses wherein said displaying comprises projecting a 
modified image of a desired picture of a video frame of said media stream, such that said 
active area contains the desired picture while excluding at least some portion of said video 
frame. (See Hodgkinson [0004] teaching the use of black bars and cutting off portions of video.) 

Regarding claim 162: Breen teaches wherein said active area of said display screen 
comprises at least one of: a reflective portion of said display screen visible to the human 
viewer; and an illuminated portion of said display screen visible to a human viewer. (See 
Breen Fig. 1 #14 teaching the use of a user device with a region for display of content.) 

Regarding claim 163: Breen teaches wherein said adjusting is responsive to triggering 
of one or more watch points in said media stream. (See Breen [0021] discussing that the 
metadata profiles are related to a video timeline.) 

Regarding independent claim 164: Breen teaches A method of displaying a motion 
picture including a sequence of frames of fields, each frame or field containing a portion of 
interest that is smaller than the frame or field, the method comprising: receiving a selection 
from a user of a motion picture; (See Breen Fig. 3 #50 in the context of the Abstract teaching a 
request for video content.) obtaining from a database metadata associated with the selected 
motion picture; (See Breen Fig. 1 #26, 30 and 34 in the context of the Abstract teaching stored 
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metadata associated with video content.) displaying the motion picture; (See Breen Fig. 1 #14 in 
the context of the Abstract teaching a user device for displaying video content.) 

However, Breen does not explicitly teach the remaining limitations as claimed. 
Hodgkinson, though, discloses and adjusting masking means in response to the metadata so 
that substantially only the portion of interest is visible. (See Hodgkinson [0031] - [0032] in the 
context of [0003] and [0007] teaching the adjustment of size / positioning of the video display.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's 
subject matter to apply the teachings of Hodgkinson for the benefit of Breen, because to do so 
allowed a workflow management system to flexibly accommodate ad hoc deviations to a 
business process, as taught by Hodgkinson in the Abstract. These references were all applicable 
to the same field of endeavor, i.e., video display management. 



5. Claims 62 and 156-157 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Breen (US Patent Application Publication No. 2004/01 17735, hereafter referred to as "Breen") in 
view of Hodgkinson (US Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0126142, hereafter referred to 
as "Hodgkinson") and Zimmerman (US Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0007001, 
hereafter referred to as "Zimmerman"). 

Regarding claim 62: Breen in view of Hodgkinson does not explicitly teach the 
remaining limitations as claimed. Zimmerman, though, discloses wherein said adjusting 
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comprises displaying a color that minimizes burn-in in an inactive area of said display. (See 
Zimmerman [0024] Table 1 teaches the use of color settings.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's 
subject matter to apply the teachings of Zimmerman for the benefit of Breen in view of 
Hodgkinson, because to do so enabled a search engine to identify pertinent documents in any 
supported language, as taught by Zimmerman in the Abstract. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., video display management. 

Regarding claim 156: Breen in view of Hodgkinson does not explicitly teach the 
remaining limitations as claimed. Zimmerman, though, discloses wherein said metadata 
includes some combination of: an aspect ratio; audio encoding specification; and other device 
control information. (See Zimmerman [0024] Table 1 showing a variety of exemplary device 
control data / parameters.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's 
subject matter to apply the teachings of Zimmerman for the benefit of Breen in view of 
Hodgkinson, because to do so enabled a search engine to identify pertinent documents in any 
supported language, as taught by Zimmerman in the Abstract. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., video display management. 

Regarding claim 157: Breen in view of Hodgkinson does not explicitly teach the 
remaining limitations as claimed. Zimmerman, though, discloses controlling one or more: 
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lights; cooling systems; or audio systems in response to said metadata. (See Zimmerman [0024] 
and Table 1 showing the use of sound settings information / parameters.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's 
subject matter to apply the teachings of Zimmerman for the benefit of Breen in view of 
Hodgkinson, because to do so enabled a search engine to identify pertinent documents in any 
supported language, as taught by Zimmerman in the Abstract. These references were all 
applicable to the same field of endeavor, i.e., video display management. 
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Conclusion 



6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
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7 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisoiy action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert Stevens whose telephone number is (571) 272-4102. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:00 - 2:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Robert Stevens/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2162 

September 23, 2011 



